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Deputy Robert Craig 

ADDENDUM 

On August 14, 2013, at approximately 11:45 A.M., I received a telephone 
call from and recognized the telephone number as belonging to 
Deputy Craig. Lieutenant Romano was present when I answered the telephone call. 
The caller identified himself as Deputy Craig, and asked if he was interrupting me 
and if I could talk; I advised I could. He announced he was "u~ppy" and accused 
me of trickery during our August 5th interview and "conveniently" failing to record 
an important conversation. 

Deputy Craig said I tricked him into saying the product he was arranging to 
purchase was· illegal; however, he was told the ingredients could be purchased at 
GNC. ·He went on to say his belief that the product coul<:f be bought at a 
commercial store should be admissible into his case, yet, I failed to record the 

( conversation. 

( 

{ 

I explained to Deputy Craig prior to our interview on August 5th, he was 
eligible to review my case file in its entirety which he did. Thereby, Deputy Craig 
k:O.ew the questions I would be ask~g and would pertain to the informatjon 
documented wit~n the case file. I informed Deputy Craig :r,ny ·questions were 
straightforward,. direct and at no time was I ever being deceptive. 

I informed Deputy Craig that in regards to purchasing the product at GNC, 
this topic was mentioned to me on August 6th, when he and his attorney, Peter 
Lombardo, arrived at the Office of Professional Standards, selecting to fight the 
proposed termination. I assured Deputy Craig this was the first and only time I ?ad 
ever heard of th~s, and the meeting was not recorded because I was not asking any 
questions. I further explained I was not going to violate his Officer's.Bill of Rights 
by asking questions without having proper audio equipment present to captur~ the 
conversation. 

I recapped above-mentioned conversation by reminding him that he and his 
attorney were asking questions of me and Lieutenant Romano regarding the case, 
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and it was during their questioning that he (Deputy Craig) mentioned he assumed 
the product could be found at GNC. In response, I told Deputy Craig whoever 
provided that information lied, and the product was being created in a bathtub. 

After addressing his accusations, Deputy Craig again attacked my integrity 
and challenged my investigation. I advised him if he was unhappy with me it was 
because he was deflecting, instead of accepting his own erroneous behavior. 
Deputy Craig responded by asking another question, and as I pr~ceeded to 
answered him, he interrupted me. I scolded him for interjecting, and attempted to 
answer the proposed question; however, Deputy Craig hung up on me, mid
sentence. 
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DEPUTY ROBERT CRAIG 

THIS REPORT CONTAINS INFORMATION 

WIDCH IS EXEMPT FROM PUBLIC RECORDS RELEASE 

SYNOPSIS 

On July 31, 2013, while on duty, it is alleged Deputy Robert Craig; returned 

~telephone call to an individual for the purpose of purchasing an·iHegal narcotic, 

steroids. However, unbeknownst to Deputy Craig, the individual he was contacting 

f was a Confidential Informant (CI) and their conversation wa~ being recorded. 

During the controlled call, Deputy Craig agreed to purchase two (2) vials of 
. . 

testosterone propionate for $150.00, for himself, anp on~ (1) vial of ~upertest for 

$75.00, for a friend. Deputy Craig and the CI negotiated to meet on either August 

7th or 8th; however, the transaction never transpired due to Deputy Craig canceling 

the order with the CI. 

The aforementioned discussion to commit a criminal act constitute~ a grave 

breach of Manatee County Sheriff's Office General Orders. 



INVESTIGATION 

On August 1, 2013, I was notified by Special Investigation Division 

Strategic Narcotic Unit Sergeant Licata who said on July 31,2013, his detectives, 

along with the assistance of a CI, conducted a controlled call to Deputy Robert 

Craig. He went on to say during the recorded conversation Deputy Craig agreed to 

purchase steroids from the CI. Sergeant Licata advised the conversation ended with 

Deputy Craig agreeing to meet the CI either on August 7th or 8th to complete the 

transaction. Sergeant Licata furnished me with a CD bearing a copy of the 

recorded conversation. The controlled call was later transcribed, reviewed, and 

l 
along with the CD, iricorporated into this case. (EXHIBIT "C" and "D" 

c 
respectively) 

A synopsis of the. conversation recorded during the control call is contained .. 
in the INTERVIEWS section of this report. 

· On August 5, 20 13, I was informed by Sergeant Licata that the deal never came 

to fruition because Deputy Craig cancelled on the CI. He went on to say Deputy 

Craig submitted a text message to the CI advising he no longer wanted to purchase 

the negotiated steroids. · 

Based on the information and evidence gleaned thus far, I was instructed to 

initiate an investigation into allegations ofmisconduct against Deputy Craig .. I 



completed an Allegation of Employee Misconduct Form (MCSO FM 87-008), and 

the form was made part of the case file. (EXHffiiT "A") 

Next, I utilized the Manatee County Sheriffs Office Employee Information 

Database and located Deputy Craig's personal information. Deputy Craig lists his 

"Personal Mobile Phone" number as this is the same number the 

CI used. to call Deputy Craig. I printed a copy of the information and add it to the 

case file (EXHIBIT "E") 

Then, I referred to the 2012-2013 Edition of the Florida Criminal Law and 

Motor Vehicle Manual and reviewed Chapter .89 3 .Drug Abuse Prevention. and 
.. 

Control. In section 893.03 titled Stqndards·cmdSch.edutes under statue 
( 

( 893.03(3)(d). the term ·"Anabolic Steroids" is defined as, "any drug or hormonal 

r: 
r 

substance, chemically and pharmacologically related to testosterone, than 

estrogens, progestins, and corticosteroids, that promotes muscle growth and 

includes: Testosterone propionate." Additionally, anabolic steroids are classified as 

a Schedule III Narcotic by the Drug Enforcement Administration. 

Later, at approximately 2:30P.M., I conducted a sworn, digitally-recorded 

statement with Deputy Robert Craig in the Office of Professional Standards located 

at 600 301 Blvd. W. Suite 202, Bradenton. The audio recording was later 

transcribed, reviewed, and made part of the case file. (EXHmiT "G") 
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Promptly following my interview with Deputy Craig, I, along with Captain 

Edward Judy, met with Deputy Craig and placed him on Administrative Leave 

With Pay, effective immediately. Additionally, Deputy Craig was advised, due to 

the egregious nature of the allegation against him, termination was the only 

resolution being sought in his case. 

After perusing the MCSO General Orders, specifically section 1013 -

· Discipline, the below sub-secti~ns were deemed pertinent to this investigation: 

12.1.9 Failing to impartially conduct the job of law enforcement; willful 

neglect of official duties. 

12. j_ 40 To preserve (he confidence of the public and to avoid the 

appearance of impropriety, employees shall not associate with criminals except as 

necessary in the performance of official duties. 

12.1. 40.1 Failing to notify the Sheriff in writing when an employee becomes 

aware that they are involved in a personal relationship with a ... person who has 

criminal reputation in the community. 

12.3=5 Failing to take law enforcement action when necessary. 

12. 3.15 fi' ailing to take appropriate action concerning illegal activity, 

including vice conditions, and failure to make a written report to a supervisor on 

{ this activity. 
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On August 7, 2013, I received an email from Sergeant Licata providing the 

text dumps from the CI's telephone. The text dump contains text messages ·from 

several other key participants in the ongoing steroid investigation, therefore, only 

the messages pertinent to this case were retrieved. The following text message 

exchange is between Deputy Craig and the CI. Deputy Craig sent the following 

text message to the CI at 2234 hours on August 4, 2013, cancelling the steroid 

deal: 

''Im a fucking pussy. Been drinking today. I cant do it. Im too afraid but afraid u 

will be mad at me and pissed,; 

The CI responded at 223 6 hours by saying: 

f "I'm not mad at you at all. I'm a little confused though. What can't you do? 

Deputy Craig replied: 

"I don't want to say on tesi, Rather tell u on the phone when u can talk and r 

alone. Its embarrassing. " 

The intent of this seri~s of text messages was corroborated during the Deputy 

Craig's interview. 

On August 9, 2013, I was informed by C~ptain Judy that allegedly Deputy 

Craig has been conversing with other MCSO employ~es about the details of this 
; 

case. Prior to Deputy Craig's interview on August 5th, he reviewed the Order of 

Confidentiality form, and administered his signature acknowledging his 



comprehension of the document. The document specifically states~ H ••• any 

employee who is a participant in an internal or administrative investigation of this 

agency, ... who discloses any information on this investigation ... commits a violation 

of General Order 1013, 12 .2. 5. " The document is contained in the 

MISCELLANEOUS exhibit. 

On August 12,2013, at approximately 10:12 A.M., I conducted a sworn, 

digitally-recorded statement with Sergeant Lawrence Andress in the Office of 

Professional Standards located at 600 301 Blvd .. W. Suite 202, Bradenton. The 

audio recording Was later tr8.P;SCribed, revieWed~ and made part of the case fue. 

(EXHIBIT "H") 

( Prior to commencing my interview with Sergeant Andress, he allowed me to 

take snap shots of text messages he received from telephone number 2 I 

he identified is Deputy Craig's cellphone number. The text messages 

were received at 12:26.P.M. on August 11_, 2013. These messages were discussed 

during our interview, and incorporated into the case file (EXHIBIT "1"). A 

verbatim record of the text message is provided: 

HSgt i don't mean to bother u but i don't know what to do. 1 cant eat or sleep 

and my stoach (sic) is always in loiots. Know i messed up and did something stupid 
. . 

but i dont think i should be fired over it. I pretended ~o be interested in sqmething 

that i didnt know abbout (sic) but i really wasnt interested in that at all Hut 

t 
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something else which is embarassing (sic). I fee/like i let u down and major 

dummer who hired me on m(sic) oral board ~nd the ssheriff(sic) and my dad. This 

is the first time since he died that i am glad he is nmot(sic) here. I know u said to 

try to relax ad not think about it but i cant i love my job and cant get it out of my 

head how stupid i was. " 

Next, at approximately 2:58P.M., I conducted a sworn, digitally-recorded 

statement with Deputy Jonathan Feverston in the Office of Professional Standards 

located at 600 301 Blvd. W. Suite 202, Bradenton. The audio recording was later 

transcribed, reviewed, and made part of the case file. (EXHffiiT "J") 



I INTERVIEWS 

Controlled call between Deputy Craig and a CI on July 31, 2013 

Initially the CI placed a telephone call to Deputy Craig's cellular telephone, 

but received his voicemail. The CI left a message requesting 

Deputy Craig call him back when he is out of"squad meeting." At approximately 

1913 hours on July 31, 2013, Deputy Craig telephoned the Cl. 

During the recorded conversation between the CI and Deputy Craig, the CI 

advised Deputy Craig the CI needed "to sort out the rest of.the stuff that I got and I 

l 
[ want to make sure I don't run out of junk for what you wanted and I know we had 

talked about what you ... wanted." Deputy Craig responded by saying, "I don't 

remember, I don't remember the name of them. I remember for me it was a three 

day one, every three day one ... And for [sic] it was the one or one every one or two 

weeks." The CI provided the names of the specific steroids Deputy Craig ~as 

requesting; "propionate" and "Supertest." In addition, the CI informed Deputy 

Craig of the price of the steroids he was wanting to buy, stating, '~the Supertest and 

the propionate they're all seventy five dollars apiece so that's, yo:u know, hundred 

and fifty for you cause you, you'll need two and then that's you know, seventy five 

for him. Is that cool?'; Deputy Craig acknowledges the information and answers 
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the CI's question by saying, "Yep, that's cool, yeah, whatever you think. I'm just 

taking your advice. You know all the stuff." 

Additionally, the RCI reminds Deputy Craig that the MCSO does not 

conduct random drug testing for steroids bY: saying, ''you know they don't test you 

or anything right?" To which Deputy Craig says, "Yeah, I know, I've heard that 

I'm not worried at all." 

Refer to transcribed interview for details of this interview. 



Deputy Robert Craig 

Professional Standards Interview 

The following is a synopsis of the sworn, digitally-recorded statement 

provided on Augu·st 5, 2013, at approximately 2:30P.M.: 

Prior to the interview, Deputy Craig was given a statement of the charges 

made against him, and she acknowledged.receipt of same by signature. Deputy 

Craig was also afforded an opportunity to reyiew all documents, evidence, and 

sworn testimony pertaining to this investigation, which he reviewed. At the onset_ 

of the interview, Deputy Craig was given writtep. copies of the Order of 

Confidentiality from the Sheriff and the Manatee County Sheriff's Office 

Admonition Fonn detailing his rights provided by Garrity v. New Jersey, 385 U.S. 

493 (1967). Deputy Craig acknowledged his comprehension of each form by 

signature. 

Deputy Craig began his career with Manatee County Sheriffs Office six 

years ago as a Child Protection Investigator, and recently transferred to the 

Telephone Reporting Unit (TRU) as a law enforcement deputy sheriff. Deputy 

f Craig admitted he was on duty and working at the TRU on July 31, 2013. 
I 
\ 
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Deputy Craig was asked to explain the purpose of his conversation on July 

Initially, Deputy Craig said he confided to that "I was having problems with 

my testosterone level" and W told him "to start taking testosterone ... and wanting 

to sell me this stuff." He continued to say he felt "pressured" to "take this stufr' 

. because he was "afraid" of due to violent stories has relayed to him. 

Deputy Craig went on to say was a ''very big guy" and he "didn't know how to 

say no to hiin." However, Deputy Craig testified that on Sunday, August 4th, he 

found the courage to cal., and tell him, "I can't do th·e needles ... I can't lose my 

r job, it's not worth it." t 

I confronted Deputy Craig with observations I detected that negated his 

alleged intimidation excuse. The first being, the initial attempt to contact Deputy 

Craig on the control call was unsuccessful; resulting in the CI leaving a voicemail 

message. After learning of the missed call, Deputy Craig chose to return. the call, 

instead of opting to ignore the message; as he was fearful of the CI. The second 

observation was Deputy Craig's tone was pleasant, almost sociable, when 

conversing with the CI. I continued by indicating how during the conversation 

Deputy Craig was asking personal questions of the CI; however, the CI was 

focused on business at hand. After hearing these annotations, Deputy Craig 
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acknowledged that I was "right," but said the real reason for the conversation was 

too "embarrassing" to explain. 

Deputy Craig was asked as a law enforcement officer, why he would ever · 

entertain the notation of purchasing illegal narcotics, and he stated, "I never 

entertained the thought of buying anything from. as far as I had no plans of 

ever getting any testosterone stuff." Deputy Craig admitted his expressed interested 

in purchasing steroids was a ploy to seduce the CI. Deputy Craig testified, " ... had 
' ' 

a crush on. and we were trying to get him over to the house (for a 

threesome) ... Or for him to get naked and pose for us or something with himself, if 

not with us." Later in the interview,· Deputy Craig avowed, "I never was gonna buy 

steroids. I promise you .. .I was trying to get sex." 

Deputy Craig presented his personal ceilular telephone · and showed me a text 

message he received on July 3 1st at 4:29P.M., which read, "When do you think 

you and [sic] wanna get what we talked about?" Deputy Craig submi~d a reply -

message saying, "Next week I'm off Wednesday and Thursday. Is that good for 

you?" When asked what was the meaning ofthose texts,Deputy·Craig stated, 

-"Well he, he thinks we was talking about the· steroids." However, he expounded 

that the text messages were all part of the ~eduction ruse. It was a couple hours 

later when the control call conve~sation was recorded. 



Deputy Craig testified as a deputy sheriff his job is to "enforce the laws," 

and he admitted he knew the steroids he was negotiating for purchase were illegal. 

When asked if buying narcotics was against the law, Deputy Craig responded, 

"Yes, ma'am." Deputy Craig also affirmed his conduct was not only contrary to 

the Manatee County Sheriff's Office general orders, but also with the laws he 

swore to uphold. 

When asked if he knew his conversations were being recorded, Deputy 

Craig testified his friend cautioned him saying, '' ... might be under surveillance for 

selling whatever he sells out of his house." To which Deputy Craig replied, "I 

I 
know ... I'm not gonna buy an)'thing from him." Additionally, he explained the 

I v 
telephone was the only appropriate communication medium to be utilized when 

inquiring about steroids, and was instructed to never send a text message. Deputy 

Craig was asked if he ever notified his supervisor or alerted SID after learning 

about the nefarious dealings and Deputy Craig answered, "No." 

Deputy Craig acknowledged while his intentions might not have been to 

abuse or purchase steroids, he agreed his involvement with a known drug dealer 

was for personal gain. 

Refer to transcribed interview for details of this interview. 



Sergeant Lawrence Andress 

Professional Standards Interview 

The following is a synopsis of the sworn, ~igitally-recorded statement 

provided on August 12, 2013, at approximately 10:12 A.M.: 

At the onset of the interview, Sergeant Andress was given written copies of 

the Order of Confidentiality from the Sheriff and the Manatee County Sheriffs 

Office Admonition Fortn detailing his rights provided by Garrity v. New Jersey, 

385 U.S. 493 (1967). Sergeant Andress acknowledged his comprehension of each 

form by signature. 

( 
Sergeant Andress is the current supervis.or overseeing the Telephone 

\ 

Reporting Unit (TRU) and Deputy Craig is his subordinate. 

Sergeant Andress said he was approached by Deputy Jonathan Feverston 

regarding adjusting his schedule to accommodate his schooling. During their 

conversation, Deputy Feverston informed Sergeant Andress that he had a telephone 

conversation with Deputy Craig regarding his internal investigation. Sergeant 

Andress said Deputy Feverston relayed to him, ''Craig had got a hold of him 

(Deputy Fe:verston) and was, and told him what was going on (with) the . 

investigation ... that he (Deputy Craig) had made some mistak.e or something" 



( Sergeant Andress went on to say earlier in the month Deputy Craig came to 
f 

\ him, after he (Deputy Craig) had met with Professional Standards, and wanted to 

talk. He went on to say he reminded Deputy Craig that it was against the General 

Orders to repeat facts of an internal investigation. He went on to say Deputy Craig 

informed him that " ... he was told by IA or Professional Standards that he could 

talk to a supervisor about .it." Regardless, Sergeant Andress explained to Deputy 

Craig that he did not want to be subjected to any specifics about his case. However, 

inevitably during their ~onversation Deputy Craig told Sergeant Andress, "he 

(Deputy Craig) had made a phone call or talked to the guy involved .. And he told 

me that he has ·a roommate named Michael and he told that they were kind of 

( 
making a .. talking to this guy and it wasn't cause they wanted whatever the 

investigation was, cause he didn't come out and say whit was, what it was about. 

And he said that, you know, it was kind of a joke because t.Jtey ~eally weren't after 

what he had, the wanted to lim, they wanted something else from him." 

Over the past .weekend, on August 11th, Sergeant And:ress testified he 

received a very long text message from DeputY Craig, in which he admits to "he 

did something wrong." He went on to say he became concern with some of the 

content in the message and Deputy Craig appeared "upset." Fearing for Deputy 

Craig's wellbeing, Sergeant Andress contacted Sergeant Hendrickson to respo!ld to 

Deputy Craig's residence for a welfare check. He went on to say he learned Depl,lty 



( -- Craig had moved to Sarasota County, and the Sarasota Sheriffs Office (SSO) was 
~~ 

t contacted to initiate a welfare check. Sergeant Andress stated he was notified by 

{ 
( 
( 

Sergeant Hendrickson who advised SSO made contact with Deputy Craig and he 

appeared to be fme. Later in the day, Sergeant Andress said he received a 

voicemail message from Deputy Craig advising "he was fine ... and that he was 

okay." 

Sergeant Andress had saved the voicemail message from Deputy Craig, and 

replayed it for me. I recorded a copy of the message and had it transcribed along 

with Sergeant Andress' interview. 

Refer to transcribed interview for details of this Interview. 
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Deputy Jonathan Feverston 

Professional Standards Interview 

The following is a synopsis of the sworn, digitally-recorded statement 

provided on August 12,2013, at approximately 2:58P.M.: 

At the onset of the interview, Deputy Feverston was given written copies of 

the Order of Confidentiality from the Sheriff and ~e Manatee County Sheriffs 

Office Admonition Form detailing his rights provided by Garrity v. New Jersey, 

385.U.S. 493 (1967). Deputy Feverston acknowledged his cQ~prehension of each 

form by signature. 

*Note: In my initial interview with Deputy Feverston he inadvertently 

transposed Sergeant Frank with It was after our interview that Deputy 

Feverston.realized his error and returned to the Office ofProfes.sional Standards to 

explain his mistake; whi9h ~as recorded too. TJ::le ~allowing summary is written 

. . 
using the correct individua~s in their appropriate roles, as told by Deputy. 

Feverston. 

Deputy Feverston is currently assigned to the TRU, and is friends with 

Deputy Craig. 

Deputy Feverston testified he heard a rumor that Deputy Craig was 

associated with the steroid case that had cla,imed the careers of other MCSO 

.· 



t:. employees. He went onto say he was in disbelief that Deputy Craig could be 
{ 

( 
~ · 

involved and called him; seeking answers. 

During the 21 minute telephone conversation, Deputy Feverston said Deputy 

Craig confirmed that was "involved" and that he met a guy named while he 

to sell him "supplements" to help with his 

workout. Deputy Feverston went on saying Deputy Craig agreed to buy the 

"supplements" but called the next day, saying he (Deputy Craig) "wanted no 

part of it." Deputy Feverston testified during .his conversation with Deputy Craig 

he came to understand the terni "supplements" represented steroids. 

Deputy Feverston went on to say Deputy Craig told him a guy named 

Sergeant Franks had been implicated in the case too. Deputy Feverston said 

Deputy Craig expressed to him that he had retained an attorney and "fighting it." 

Deputy Feverston testified that Deputy Craig told him that, "he was being 

investigated and that he signed a piece of paper saying that he couldn~t (talk about . . 

it) but that he trusted me, so." 

Deputy Feverston said he approached Sergeant Andress to talk to him about 

his school schedule. It was during this conversation that he relayed his 

befuddlement that· Deputy Craig was involved in the steroid case, and inquired if 
. . 

~e was still working in TRU. He said Sergeant Andress did not talk about it and 

did not go into detail about Deputy Craig. 
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l Deputy Feverston said he was unaware of the policy surrounding the 

confidentiality of an internal affairs investigation. 

Refer to transcribed interview for details of this interview. 

( 
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CONCLUSION 

Upon careful review of written documentation contained within this 

investigation, and a review of the General Orders, Policies and Procedures of the 

Manatee County Sheriffs Office, I submit an IMPROPER CONDUCT 

(SUSTAINED) finding to the allegation of Conduct Unbecoming. This finding is 

under the violation of the Manatee Coooty Sheriffs Office General Order 1013, 

12.1.1, which states: 

Act(s) on the part of emvloyees (both sworn and civilian) which e.ither 

undermines the public confidence in law enforcement, or creates the 

appearance of impropriety, or reflects negatively oli the office of the Sheriff or 
. . 

law enforcement in general, or indicates a •ack of respect for established 

policies, practices, procedures, or violates the Preface of our General Orders 

as it pertains to the agency's Mission, Core Values , Professionalism , Code of · 

Ethics, Attitudes, Courtesy and Public Confidence is CONDUCT 

·UNBECOMING a DEPUTY I EMPLOYEE. 

(Violation subject to written reprimand to termination) 

On July 31, 2013, while on duty, it is alleged Deputy Robert Craig returned 

a telephone call to an individual for the purpose of purchasing an illegal narcotic, 

anabolic steroids. However, unbeknownst to Deputy Craig, the individual he was 

contacting was a Confidential Informant (CI), and their conversation was b~ing 

recorded. 

Page 1 ofS 



I 
( 
' ' 

During the controlled call, Deputy Craig agreed to purchase two (2) vials of 

testosterone propionate for $150.00, for himself, and one ( 1) .vial of Supertest for 

$75.00, for his friend. Deputy Craig arranged to meet the CIon either August ih or 

gth; however, the transaction never transpired due to Deputy Craig cancelling the 

order. 

After being confronted with a transcript of the controlled call, Deputy Craig 

testified he never intended to actually purchase the illegal drugs~ declaring he only 

feigned' interested as part ofhis ploy to seduce the CI, and avowed, "I never was 

gonna buy steroids. I promiseyou .. .I was trying to get sexY 

The Manatee County Sheriffs Office has instituted ~e principles of the Law 

Enforcement Code of Professional Ethics into agencies training, practices, policies 

and procedures. This agency's Code of Ethics stringently demands all law 

enforcement officers to be Honest in thought and deed in both l!lY personal and 

official life, I will be exemplary in obeying the laws of the land and the regulations 

of my Office. 

During Deputy Craig's sworn testimony he admitted he was on-duty, 

worl,<ing as deputy sheriff within the Telephone Reporting Unit, w~en be arranged 

and agreed to purchase anabolic steroids. By his own admission, Deputy Craig 

knew the steroids he was negotiating for purchase were illegal. When asked if 

buying narcotics was unlawful, Deputy Craig responded, ''Yes, ma'am." Deputy 

Page 2 ofS 



1 Craig affirmed his conduct on July 31st, was not only contrary to the Manatee 
( 
! 

County Sheriffs Office general orders, but also with the laws he swore to uphold. 

The respect bestowed upon our deputies by society has been earned through 

the Manatee County Sheriffs Office's dedication to solidifying public confide~ce 

in our employees. Deputy Sheriffs are expected to protect the citizens of the 

county, ap.d entrusted with the power to enforce the fundamental laws governing 

our society. However~ ~e foundation of this socially mandated ideology is easily 

shaken_ when an employee blatantly undermines the public trust by exhibiting 

hypocrisy toward societal rules to further a personal agenda. The Public 

f 
Confidence portion of the agency's general orders dictates to the staff that 

~~violation of the laYI!, or their fa~lure to enforce it, dishonors the law and the 

authority they represent .. .It is the duty of all that have knowledge of any dishonest 

activities, to notify their superiors immediately. !' 

In Deputy Craig's swo:rn testimony, he confessed he failed to notify his 

supervisor or the Special Investigative Division Narcotics Unit, once he was privy 

to the CI' s nefarious narcotics intricacies. He explained the telephone was the only 

appropriate communication medium the CI allowed when inquiring about ~teroids, 

as he was instructed to never send a text message. Admittedly, Deputy Craig 

advised he had been cautioned that the CI might be "under surveillance" for selling 

controlled substances, and responded, "I know .. .I'm not gonmt buy anything from 

1. 

Page 3 ofS 



( . him." Based on Deputy Craig assertion, while his intention wa~ never to purchase 
( 
( or abuse steroids, he acknowledges his motivation to further a relationship with a 

known drug dealer was for personal gain. 

It is abundantly clear Deputy Craig's partaking in a conversation regarding 

the sale and purchase of an illegal narcotic is inconsistent with accepted law 

enforcement practices. By virtue of his position, as a deputy sheriff within the 

Manatee County Sheriff's Office, Deputy Craig is well aware of the implications 

and consequences of his actions. While Deputy Craig maintains his impetus was 

only self-serving, the mere perception of a law enforcement officer surreptitiously 

arranging a clandestine meeting to obtain an illegal substance violates the 
( 
{. fundamental precepts of his profession and demonstrate~ a blatant lack of respect 
t 

for the established policies, practices, and procedures of this department. Deputy 

Craig _not only disgraced the core values of this institution, but also sullied his 

reputation and tarnished the Manatee County Sheriffs Office uniform. 

Thus, barring the introduction of any new evidence or testimony, this 

investigation will be closed to reflect a finding of IMPROPER CONDUCT 

(SUSTAINED). 

~: 
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[" Pursuant to Florida State Statute 92.525: 

( 
( 

f 

"1, the undersigned, do hereby swear, under penalty of perjury, that, to the 
best of my personal knowledge, information, and belief, I have not knowingly 
or willfully deprived, or allowed another to deprive, the subject of the 
investigation of any of the rights contained in Florida State Statutes 112.532 
and 112.533 and verify pursuant to Florida State Statute 92.525 that the 
contents of the report are true and accurate based upon my personal 
knowledge, information, and belief." 

/zuz£7:----
SERGEANT MONIQUE DeCESARE 
Professional Standards 
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